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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 10, and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Rosenbaum et al. (6917009), (hereinafter referred to as 

"Rosenbaum"). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Rosenbaum discloses an apparatus that relates to 
the field of mail processing (Rosenbaum: column 1, lines 14-16). This apparatus 
comprises "sending image data for unresolved information to a video coding station" 
(Rosenbaum: column 4, lines 54-56; column 5, lines 7-22, wherein the unresolved 
information is the rejected mail pieces). Although Rosenbaum fails to disclose 
determining if an estimated time exceeds a threshold, Rosenbaum does disclose 
processing mail at a rate of 10 pieces per second (Rosenbaum: column 4, lines 22-24). 
Rosenbaum further illustrates sending rejected mail to a holding bin after 3 processing 
steps (Rosenbaum: figure 3, wherein the processing steps comprise items 304, 306, 
and 308). The examiner notes that in order to keep the system processing mail at a 
rate of 10 pieces per second, a time comparison with a threshold must be present and 
set to about 0.1 seconds per mail piece. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the time 
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comparison with a threshold in order to prevent the system from creating a huge 
backlog of uncoded mail pieces. 

Regarding claims 2 and 16, Rosenbaum discloses "sending image data to a 
video coding buffer before the data is sent to the coding station" (Rosenbaum: column 
5, lines 7-9, wherein the buffer is the database which is divided into sections). 

Regarding claims 3-4 and 17-18, Rosenbaum discloses "determining whether the 
video coding station is busy and sending image data to the coding buffer if the station is 
not busy" (Rosenbaum: column 5, lines 7-23, wherein checking whether the station is 
busy is checking the priority and availability of the stations. Stations which are busy will 
not have the image data sent to the corresponding section of the database). 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, note the examiners rejection for claim 1, and in 
addition Rosenbaum discloses "sending image data to a wait queue until a determined 
release event or timeout occurs" (Rosenbaum: figure 3, column 6, lines 40-45, wherein 
the wait queue is the holding; column 6, lines 45-55, wherein the release event or 
timeout is if another method was successful, the image is removed from holding) and 
"sending information from the wait queue to the buffer if a release event occurs" 
(Rosenbaum: figure 3, column 6, lines 50-57, wherein the release event is other 
methods not being successful resulting in the image being transferred from holding to 
the particular section of the database). 

Regarding claim 14, Rosenbaum discloses "the article is mail pieces" 
(Rosenbaum: column 5, lines 7-8). 
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Claims 5 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rosenbaum et al. (6917009), (hereinafter referred to as "Rosenbaum") in view of Rauh 
et al. (6987863), (hereinafter referred to as "Rauh"). 

Regarding claims 5 and 20, note the examiners rejection for claim 1 , and in 
addition, claims 5 and 20 differ from claim 1 in that claims 5 and 20 further require the 
estimated time to be a weighted average response time. Rauh teaches that prior art 
sorting systems require complex reading equipment for the individual postal services 
(Rauh: column 1, lines 50-55). To help alleviate this problem, Rauh discloses 
"calculating a weighted average response time" (Rauh: column 6, lines 27-28, wherein 
the time is the comparison of the actual response time to the required response time). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to implement the time calculation taught by Rauh in order to 
help reduce the complex reading equipment needed in many offices. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6-9 and 11-13 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

US-4992649 02-1991 Mampe et al. 

US-5031223 07-1991 Rosenbaum et al. 
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US-6791050 



09-2004 



Daniels Jr et al. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dave Czekaj whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7327. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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